Chavanel v. LeBlanc, et al Doc. 920061030

United States Court of Appeals

Fifth Circuit
FILED
UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FIFTH CCRCU T October 30, 2006

Charles R. Fulbruge llI

No. 06- 30069 Clerk
Summary Cal endar
JASON CHAVANEL: ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,

JASON CHAVANEL,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

JAMES LEBLANC, JAMES FELKER, STEVEN THOVAS; JODY BENDI LY; KENNETH
HUTCHI NSON, RAY SCHEXNAYDER, LI NDA RAMSAY; RI CHARD STALDER,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
(3:04-CV-749)

Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jason Chavanel, Loui siana prisoner # 407939, appeals, pro se,
the dism ssal of his 42 U . S.C. 8 1983 conplaint for failure both to
state a claim upon which relief can be granted and to exhaust
adm ni strative renedi es. Al though he renews the all egations of his

conplaint, Chavanel does not <challenge the district court’s

" Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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conclusion that his clains were barred by Heck v. Hunphrey, 512
U S 477 (1994), expiration of the limtations period, failure to
state a claim upon which relief may be granted, and failure to
exhaust adm nistrative renedi es.

By failing to brief any argunent challenging the district
court’s reasons for di sm ssal, Chavanel has abandoned t hose i ssues.
See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993);
Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748
(5th Gir. 1987).

Chavanel contends that the district court erred in declining
to exercise supplenental jurisdiction over his state-law clains.
Because the district court di sm ssed Chavanel’s federal clains, the
di sm ssal wthout prejudice of the state-law clainms was not an
abuse of discretion. E.g., Bass v. Parkwood Hosp., 180 F.3d 234,
246 (5th Gir. 1999).
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